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THE STRUGGLE FOR CHANGE If! SOVIET SOCIAL SCIENCES 
UINTRODUCTION 


the 6 Nay PRAYDA aniouincenant of the pdstpesoment of che Sabeyeutian 

oF the 250th Anniversary of the Academy of Seleners, orlgtially 
atheduted to begin in Moscow ott 14 Nay, occurred agdinat a hackweourt: 

df ahabp diapute betweeh doetrlhalre sind motlarilst déhools of 

tivlipht fn Suviet sctence dnd polities, This atinly examines salleht 

faatlrés of that tlapute stiice Khridhelav's ouater {In Qetober 1944, 


the leading Figtires (i the current atrial tu Lthetate the agctal 
gedetees from the ahackles of Stalin's doginny have sppeated to be 

. Bonlfatiy Kedrov, director of the fneatitute of: PAL lusoply udder the 
 Acddetly of Sedences, and Mikhat! Tovehuky rector af: the Academy of 


of Polithure membér Andrey Zhdanov diiting the eatly postwar period) 
wher ‘fovetiuk served as a deputy hedd of Agitprop and member of the — 
editutial Hontd of BOLSHEVIK, while Kedtov tus chil editor of the 
jourtal QUESTIONS oF PHILOSOPHY, established in 1y4? undet Zhdanov's 
dégis, Both were united at that time by an avowedly univetaalist 
atid prapmatic outlook dérected dpatiat a traditionally chauvinistic 
atid doctrinafre outlosk shared by such prominent philosophers as 
| Georgly Aleksandrov, Mark Nitin, ‘and Pavel Yudin, mid both Lost 
their Jobs in the 1949 purge atid were driven trite professional 
oblivion, only to. reappear after Stalin's death as supporters of’ 
Khrushchev'’s practical refatwe 14 (ndustry and auriculture, 


there are nimetoud indteationa in the. public record that the dispute 
between the two sharply divergent schools of. thotight intenstfied th 
eatly 1973, coming to a head by the bagivning of this year, What 
appedrs to Have transformed. an datenaihly professional dispute trto 
a major political confrotitdtion waa the enlistment of influential 
ftatural scientists in the cause of the social scientists, as was the . 
eave in the climactic struggle againat : Lysettkotsm tn 19°90, in the 
| middle of that year Academician Andrey Sakharov, kKhen a leading 
“Soviet ticlear physicist and a Figure of great protiinence in the 
Soviet world of science, Led a revolt of academicians against 
;  Lysetke whteh oo enraged Khrushchev that he thredtetiad to abolish 
, the academy, According to the account provided by dissident Soviet 
biologist Zhores Medvedev, the group of Soviet leadets who overthrew 
4 Khrushchev in October 1964 condéithed his attempt to force Followers 
, & of Lysenko intd the acddemy and repudiated his threat of meyetecte 
a8. enete he hac been rebuffed by the academicians, 
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—— UHLARa bid 1964 Fevoit, Wich euntéred of the Liberation of bioloxy 
atid ape ccurenee From Lysenkoian, the clitrent struggle ie adined 

at iibetdbing the wnedée apdettum of socdal sedenoes fron the dowines 
OF Stalinien, tte principal pubpowe ta cledeiy Practiedl in vatural — 
te ayudp present and futuee geHerationa of Soviet atudetite ai) 
Profaasionale wtth dntetiectiiad tdola capable of copitig with ge 
somplen dumatidy of an age of tapid Belentific aitd téchitdldgical 
change, the todeAwtone of phidosiphy udtting the vider Heteration — 
of MdutHiate WHEN their younger Followeta 4» an avowed belief 41: 
the undvevwaliey of dedetice--both natural atid social--eloquently 
Skepuunded by tovehuk, Kedesy and otherea in the early postwar 
patiod, as wedi aa during 1973, oe 
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THE STRUGGLE FOR CHANGE IN SOVIET SOCIAL SCIEHCES 

CONSERVATIVES AND MOBERNISTS IN THE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 

Duriny the past deedde there Nave been nutierous tidteations of 
high-level vottroversy over control of the vast domed of 
Belentifie activity Uttder the Jtitiddictton of the iittqualy 
iHfluettial atl prestigious wSBR Academy of Setencen; The. s 
controversy Has beet reflected prittitity 1h the repedtid stakeups 
in the vite prusidetiy of the deddemy-—the critical post of 
Political overseer of the selentifie domalt--aitd tn the 
directorates of the various spectatiaed rededeeti inatitlites tinder 
the deadeity in the social sclehees, UdHeLI quite racentty, the 
controversy bettvebh dootrindaite did modetniat achoots of thotight 
dh the soclal selences was waked For the thist part within the 
converttloHal framework of Soviet political diaedtitse~-that da to 
Sdy) Lt wis uted, alitieive dtd cotidticted tH an almost Bent lomaniy 
iWatiner, 


The tenure of Aleksuy Rumyantaey as vice president of the acddemy-~ 
from May 1967 to May 1971~-was a period of relative tranqudiity in 
the sedantifie teaim., Bdfore Balitiny the post Rumyantdey, a. 
political evdiotist, had won a repitation as 4 tiederhist for tis 
yéotian service in defetise df Kitlshchev's industrtal and agtieul- 
tiital Feforts atid ldter for His chitnbioting af a policy of 
accomodation with the intelligentsia, tideed, hie outspoken 
PRAVDA articles otf such daccotitiodation dH February atid Sdptember 
1965 probably cost Him Kia post ds clifef editor of that paper in 
September that year, The losa of this post to Mikhadl Zimyatiiny 
a Belorvssiah with close catear ties with first deputy premier. 
Mazurov, coiticided with the attest of dissident writers Sinyavakiy 
atid Datdel, the onset of active official repression of dissidents 
afd the beginning of the underground gatiisdat movement on a Broad -. 
scale, mc ad 


As academy vice presdént Rumyantaev cotitinued to plead the cause 
of accortitodation evel in the fuce of the tising tide of official 
repression, Pot exdinpie, two of His articies published in Match 
1971 offered perhaps the moat eloquent, most carefully reasoned 
atid most ingenious defense of a Policy of collaboration between 

Pare ys the regime and the new Soviet itiddle class that has ever been 

: advanced publicly in the Soviet Union, tn spirit though tot in. 
cottent, the two articles Had much tn coRton with thers appearing 
Fee a at that time in the dissident samtedat movement, ss Sh 
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in une of the articles, eftitled "The Corimunist Ideal of CuLture!’ 
aid Published in the Svetdiovek Literary Jourtal URAL No. 35 1971, 
he witned againat the danger of "Makhayevelichita'--a virulerntly 
dhtt-intellectual strain in the labor inovement which PRAVDA 
denotitieed in da four-colunm atticlo of 2 Match 1926. and in a 
aixecs lumii article on 18 November 1938=-atd he wielded Lt dé d c Lub 
agdinet the repressive polities of the Brezhnev regime, fu the 
other articte, published in THE WORKING CLASS AND THE MODERN WORLD — 
No, 1, 197L, He wattted against zealots who see the wordd id black 
and white without recogtiizing vital shades of differentiation 
atieng the so-cdlled "enemies" of the Soviet Union.” "Dogind tian 
aid doctrinal defictencies;" he warned, "are the prithdty datger 
beedive they wodken the ties of commiintist parties with Life, 
trateform their theoretical viewpoints into att decuintlation of 
abstract formulas and hinder a Flexible reaction to the dppeadratice 
of new tetideticles aiid problems in soctal tife." 


tinder Rumyantsev's aegis a new Institute Mor Concrete Social Resedtch 
was formed in 1968, and he served as ite director cottcurrently with 

his other deademic responsibilities, the institute became a thaghet 
a8 well as a haven for some of the best minds dit the social sciétces: 

For example, Fyodr Burlatakiy became Riumyatitsév's deputy in the 

institute Following the furor caused by the article he co-authored 

in KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA of 30 June 1967 openly calling for abolition: 

of conttdls in the Soviet theater. The institute became a pioneer 

in the field of empitical research and a target of criticism by 
doctrinatre philosophers who, paraphrasing Dedijer's description 

of the late Pavel Yudin, behaved like KGB-men in the clothes of 

philosophers and philosophei's in the clothes of KGB=men. By late 

1971 the axe finally fell and Rumyantsev had lost both his acadeiny 

and institute posts. | . 


 Ruthyantsev's fall sparked an upsurge of academic tesistance to 
official diktat by growing numbers of Soviet social ard natural 


scientists concerned about the backward drift of Brestnevism, 

By early 1973 the upsurge led to an unprecedented coalescetice of 

forces under the direction of the Academy of Sciences, the - 
tnstitute of Philosophy, the journal QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY and 

a scientific council on philosophical questions s€ natural seienee: 

fottted by the Presidium of. the academy, . 


PHILOSOPHERS ORGANIZE DISCUSSION ON SOCIAL SctENCES METHODS 
A drive to liberate the social acienees from Stalinist dogmatiam — 


was initiated shortly after the venerdble philosopher B.M. Kedtov — 
was appointed director of the Institute of Philosophy in Aptil 1973, 
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Late that noith, d roundtable was held in HMoseow aimed at promoting 
 eloser ties between natural and social gedetices, In addition to 
Kedrov, the organizers of thd meeting treluded rector of the - 
Academy of Social Sciences ifikhail Toveiuk, the yourg editor of 
QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY 1.17. Frolov, aitd muderates in the academy's 
coined! on tiaturdl science, Atottg those attending tire 25 April — 
- meeting were such world renowned luminaries from the world of Soviet 
 gédenee as ticlear pliysicist V.A. Fok, biochemist A,r. Oparin, 
genetid¢ist U.P. Dubinin, cybernetician A,1, Serg, mathematician 
LV. Katttorovich and mathematical economist N.P. Fedorenko. 
Lengthy accoutite of the discussion, in which seven full members of 
the Academy of Sciences and Five corresponding meribers parcicipated, 
appeared in chil September and October 1973 Lesdes of QUESTIONS OF 
PHILOSOPHY. os 


Frolov during the course of thé discussion affirmed a new goal for 
philosaphy-~to take the initiative in bringing natural and social 
getences closer together. The discussion was dominated by the 

modernist soctal scientists--led by Kedrov, Lovehuk, Kh. W. Momdzliyan 
atid Fedorentko-~and modernist tidtural gedentists such as Dubinin, Berg. 

and Katttorovicli. Lovehuk was sharply critical of the prevailing 
“eprotieots" notion that ‘science dogs not posséss the ‘merit of 

 uriversality!"--a view clearly manifested in the narrowly chauvinist 
outidok of the dowttinaire scholars and apparatchiki. He attacked 
those social Scientists who wish to ignore natural sciences atid 
ridiculed those who try "to scare us with the bugaboo of so-called 
scientism’~-the notion that sciettce will crush man did social sciences, 
Katttorovich assailed doctrinaire hostility to mathematical methods 

tn economics aiid Berg declared those whn resist interaction between 
fatural and social sciénces are "hopeless conservatives." 


Kedrov declared that tarxism-Leninism is not a rigid dogma but is 
instead creative and evolving, and he urged tatural scientists to 
play a greater role in developing Marxist theory. His enthusiasm 
for increasing the influence of natural scierices in social sciences 
is understandable, since before becoming director of the philosaphy 
institute in 1973 he had been director of the Institute of Ilistory 
of Natural Sctence and Technology for over 10 years and had. 
specialized in philosophical questions of natural science. He had 
been named a professor at the Academy of Social Sciences in 1971, 
. shortly after Tovchuk's appointment as rector in late 1970. In 
Meek the April roundtable tovchuk singled Kedrov ott for praise for — 
hds work as direstor of the natural scietice history institute. 
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the shikpant stobenaite at the roundeable, however were ante by 
‘ Momdzhy oy jadder of the chair of philosophy at Loveluk's 
academy, wlio bluntly deinattted an wid to the shackles ot social 
Qederidds, Deolaring the situation in evototttes, Kistory aitd 
 epieddliy philosophy unsatisfactory, He called for a “atrictly 
Bedentific approach" which would pebiitt social setentista to 
ditievate ag in the hatutal scidnceds, Vethanding that the work 
wuktods urd style of thought be idetitical in the two realitis 
of weledes, He decddred that “it cattiot be that in ote science 
people deal in discoveries of Hew sciettifie truths, while in 
a Auiber of Brattches df social setetees fot decades they have 
repedked the adme old theses," He-stated that "Hone of us 
{itetids to abandon party. positione in theot: but tF anyone 
tities that all he as to do in dcletice te to ait himaels with 
a bludgeon dnd beat br the Head diyone who expresges hia thoughts 
differentiy, hothing sensible will result," He added that "We 
shold: beitember that the sooner we lear to talk the ey 
dtewptdd ationg acholars; the faster and itiote interesting y our 
“jodnt work will ‘proceed ," 


_A tiénth later, ‘Hrapestdkov; head of the CPSU Central Committee 
seckidn Eot sedetice arid higher aducational institutions, résponded 
to these detahds by convbking 4 ¢eotiference in Moscow of social 

Stieritists representing the Fields of philosophy, sdciology atid 
Law. At the cunfereice He attacked phitosophers "whe call theit- 
_ getves innovators" for "vulparizing™ Marr ‘Lenindem and condetitied 

* Aottie untamed philosoptiers and soctologist . for abaiiddhing a 
Yearty't approach té the social scdétices, The lengthy account of 
the Genference published in the August 1973 QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY 

“Gndieitted that doctrinaire phi logophers like FV. Kotistantinov, 
avadetiic-sectetary of the dcademy's philosophy atid law division; 

— MVB. Mitiny and Sociological Resadtch Inetitute director 
MN. Rutkevich had Backad Trapeznikov's complaints about the | 
fddclogical devidtiorsa, ftovchuk, Kedtdy atid Frolov meee spoke 

sat the. confetetice but withheld their fire, 


"PHILOSOPHY INSTITUTE DIRECTOR KEDROV LEADS REFORM DRIVE. 


 Kedrey hid been appodtitted ditector of the Tastitute of Philosophy | 
‘dn April 1973--atter a two-year deadiuck over the selection of a 
flew ditector~<and he signaled His intention to catvert the tistitute 
dhte an dnattunent for change, His leading role in the drive to 
liberate dovial sctetices becdite particularly evident in a. 
peeteiter QUESTIONS OF ia atticle, In the article, 
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publidhed For "discussion" phrposess He deviared that the ittetitute 
'  itust to Longer Jue repeat “Yong khowh Eeuthe” but tiet Nreally 
ftove phitosaphy forward." Calling for d iteta seliolarly approdchy 
he assailed the converitional practice df criticizing weeks adliply: 
by ekeetpting dbjectiotiable phrases atid dieisted that works undet 
writicism tust be studied thoroughly iH ordér to subject 
objectignhdble concepts to ratiohal — exattitation, Hie tettarks 
were addfessed to both Soviet and Western phildsophical works. 
(As an exaiiple, te cited the famed Fretich Biologist Jdeques Motiod 's 
book, which Had refuted Marstet didiectics oh the bdsts of 
biological data, Seviek philesoplers atid binlogists; Kedrov 
Hoted, have tried to igtote Motiod, who ig a "prdat sedetttet” 
and catihot be "siinply dismissed of flr dowd dh ah offhand tanner." 
- Kedrov atitounced that his dnatitute would Henterotth work much 
hore closely with ite organ, QUESTIONS OF PHtLUSOPHY, planditig. 


Hore toundtable disctsaions atid actutiniaing the joutnal's work. 


‘the jourttal's chief editor Frolov Had worked clowbty with Kediov 

even before the latter became ittstitute direetor, For example) 

fe Had collaborated with Kedrov of a report in eatly 1973, - 

 aecording to an interview Kedrov gave in the December 1973 QUESTIONS 
OF PHILOSOPHY, After Kedrov's September atticle, froiev petsotially 
took up the cudgels to reftite Motod's buvk of stholdkly groutids. 
in a loig article ih a Fébruary 1974 Leste of KOMMUNTS'T No. 3, he 
complait@d that Motiod aought to prove the Lnpossibiiity oF geruite 
scietice urider Marxism by citing thd suppression of the theoty of getias 
by the Lysetikoists. He indignantly reinitdéd Métiod that Soviet 
philosophers themselves fad overthrown the Npgeidodialectieal” 
attitudes in biology. . a . 


Frolov, like Rumyantsev; has leng viewed Lyserkoisin as a pathology 
affecting all of Soviet science did philosoptiy, atid he played a 
leading tole in debunking Lysetikeism, writing a book on “Genetics 

and Dialectics" in the late 1960's atid atticles on this subject in 

the January atd August 1967 issues OF OURSTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY, 
shortly before becomitg chief editor, Hie 1967 atticles, iike 

his latest article in KOMMUNEST, refuted cotitetitions by Foreigners 

that Lysenkoism proved the worthiessiess of dialectics in detetice, 

His book not only affiritied the objectivity of Soviet biology buty — 

oe according to a hostile review in the 17. May 1969 RURAL LIFE, Be gf 
attempted to ignore the role of ideology in seierce, Kedrov also 
oes was a Longtitie foe of Lysetke, having been Fited as QUESTIONS OF | 
ss PHILOSOPHY chief editor in 1949 after being aecubed of tesletitg | 
Lysthko's authority, as weil as fostering other ideological » 
deviations. . . . 
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the October 1973 QUESTIONS OF PILLOSOPHY, fi additton to repotting 

the Aprid roundtable, carried ai attlole by mathemditicdl ecottotiist 

 Fedvretike, etttitled "On the interaction of Natural titid Soctal Seiétives,’ 
which vemplathed that "“boutgeola philosophers! vere tryttig to "uae 
the achievements of natural deletes, aspectally physics, mathemdties 
aid Hloldpy, to dideradtt dialectical materialism.” He - ee 
défendéd fits tise of matHetidtical methods dtd computers th economics 
Apditiat cottgervative Soviet ecdnomiats who for years tidd been calling 
tathematiedd progrdmming, cybernetics, systems analysis, forecasting 
aid the dike contradictory to Matxtat-Leninist doctrine atid who | 

— fabedted Fedoretiko's "System of Optimal Futettotting of the Evotioiny” 


(SUFE) at impottation of altet ideas, 


the ideds expressed th the April routtdtdble didctission were 
chdlietged in tle if Vecember PRAVIA by plitlosopher GC, Volkov, who” 
watned dedinet “nechatteally and thouglitlessly" adopting natural 
stiéted methods and approaches itt soclal sclences did who complaitied 
that dtfatiation with quantitative tethods ctedtes otily an 41 1usddt 
of a-attictly scientific approact.” He wrote that "the ‘diktat’ 

af Hdtital sedetice over social science which appears in the 
littritieal and servile copyiihg of methods of exact dtialysis in 
stddyitig socdal processes ts as fraught with negative results as 

the fottier claima For 'diktdt! of philosophy over natutdl sciehee," 


frolov atrick back with a bold editorial in the January 1974 1asue 
of QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY chdlletgirig Trapéztikov's cail for 
party loyalty in gocial sciences, danianding the right to pursiie 
the truth "no matter how bitter atid merciledsly critical it is! 
atid asediiing party hacka and their utitdlented stooges in scdetes 
 fér heavy-handed attacks off innovative social sctertists.* In 
view of Kedrov's statement in the September QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY 
that his institute was now working ‘in the most close contact” 
with the QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY editors in planting philosophical 
activities, the editorial undoubtedly represented Kedrov's views 
as well as Frolov's, aa . 


ECONOMISTS CHALLENGE STALINIST ECONOMIC DOGHA 


Patalieling the battle on the phtilosoptiical frottt, economists have 
Bde condiicting 4 struggle to overthrow Stalin's dogmas in political 

economy as well, Although most public bickering between cotiservative 

atid inttovative etotomists has centered on Fedotretiko's SOFE, a déepet 


& See the Supplementary Article "Challenge to Patty Domination of 
Soviet Social Sedetives in the TRENDS of 3 April 1974, = 
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dtapite over revietig the diittioritative reat tivdk dh political 
oe  etottomy Has been dtapping ot For yedts, Pespite di Aupist 1967 
ae: CPSU Cehtrdl Committee dectee aid a 1968 Acddémy of Sedetces 

decisfon calling for the preparation vf a Hew textbouk on 
political econviy, debate over the ortentition oF the bexthvok 
Hab prevented inplemehtation of the dectaion, A siiniiar dabste 
after 1951 blocked the publication of sich d textbook dutity 
Stalin's last years. 


the bittertens of the debate ovet whetlier to continue trading 
political economy studetts mainly as propagdiidists ut to Lnstevet 
them 1H practical ecdtomtcs was tatifested at a 22-25 May 1973 
(tbtiference at Moscow Stdte University of improving trainitig of 
political evcotomy instructors, Hcotionist 6.3, Lisichkin, at avoled 
modernist, teported the cotifereice in the 27 May 1973 KOMBOMULBRAYA 

—PRAVDA, pointing out the backwardness of political ecotomy ated 
stressing the detiands by modernists at the colference that 
practicability be the main guide post in ecotiotiies aid that studeies 
of political economy He tdight the tise of computers atid ee 
methods. 


Hocttinaite political écottomists V, A, Pashekhotov, i, Ay nee ahd 
others tespotided with a different version of the conference ih a 
June 1973 ECONOMIC GAZETTE, stressing that specialists in political 
economy be traittied to poleitiize agaiiist bourgeois and revisionist 

_cotdepts and to retain their ideological oriettation by avodditie 
practical economic matters, 


A detatied account of the colferehce in the ECONOMIC SERIES OF THE 
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, No. 6, 1973, revealed that sharp diPFetances | 
over detetite and the value of studying Western seonoitics Had also 
@fitered itito the debate, Tsagolov, head of the depdttinent of 
political economy at Moscow State University add chief aditot of the 
cukrent doctrindite textbook on political beans insisted that 
detente increased the teed for "unnmdoking” aiden ecohvitic theoties 
"ginee the dager of petietration of bobrgevis idéolegy Figes ds 
vatiots kinds of cotttacts with the capitalist wotid inébeave," 
Ha déitianded a halt to "attetipts to find a setentifie element 4H 
modern bourgeois political eboemy.’ 


By cotitrast, AG, Hileykovakiy, head oF the sectot For. ovudy vf 
‘ - BeOHomie thedry of Kapitalist colititries if the thatitute of Wordd 
6 Evotiomies and Interpational Relations, declared that test Soviet 
; ecotomisats divide boutrgedis political ecototy itte two parte-«the 
_  $déologieal atid the practical, Others attacked tHis notion of the | 
_— "two Futtetdons" of bourgedis political ecdniotty and stressed intensifi- 
cation of the idesiogical ee a 
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Fedoretiko tatsed the subject of the new political economy textbook 
in a July 1973 Questtons oF ECONOMICS article, inaisting that the 
new work "must not be ‘just another teatbook'" repeating the 
bromides of the past but must inatead incorporate modern economic 
methods and be useful for the practical tasks of economie manage- 
mant, Clearly, he had tn mind the urgent need to remove the | 
blinders of ideological obscurantiam from the eyes of the present — 
atid. Future genarations of Soviet citizens, ree 


NOVEMBER 1973 CON ERENCE To téassert orthodoxy in economic. 
“ . scienca, Troyeznikov called a Central 
Committee confetetice of economists on 28-30 November similar to 
‘the one held in May for philosophers and sociologists, The. 
| Varetons of the speeches at this conference published in the 
Jattuary and Fedruary issues of ECONOMIC GAZETTE and in the February 
QUESTIONS OF ECONOMICS indicate that the conference was designed to 
accuse the nation's top economist, Fedorenko, academic~secretary 
of the Academy of Sctences' economics division and director of the 
Central Mathematical Economics Institute, of ideological deviations — 
similar to those allegedly committed. by Rurnyantsev, Without 
criticizing Fedorenko by name, Trapeztidkov attacked the work of 
the academy's economics division and chided the school of mathematical 
économists led by Fedorenko fer differentiating between its 
"constructive" approach to economics and the so-called "descriptive" 
apptoach of the doctrinaire economists. He stridently lamented the 
failure of the Fedevenko scheol to produce a new textbook, 
Ye, I. Kapustin, director of the Institute of Economics, long a - ob, 
stronghold of dogmatism, suggested that his institute be given prime 
responsibility for preparing the new textbook, 


Other speakers at the conference also sniped at Fedorenko, Upholding 
the principle of “patty loyalty” in economics, the reactionary Moscow 
‘gorkum secretary for ideslogy, V.N, Yagodkin, complained that as 
deviations from Marxist-Leninism by economists had-not been exposed | 
svon enough and had therefore spread widely, He criticized attempts 
to work out mathematical economic methods common to both capitalism 
and soctalism and declared that application of mathematical methods 
can be fruitful only when "firmly based on the conclusions of 
Marxist-Leninist economic theory and the political economy of 
socialism.” He also assailed Lisichkin for a new book advancing — 
the idea 9f cooperative ownership of enterprizes, presumably along: 


Yugoslav lines. 
Gosplan Deputy Chairman A.V, Bachurin, a longtime Fedorenko foe, 


attacked Fedorenko's SOFE and. revealed that Gosplan's collegium had | 
recently requested the Academy of Sciences’ Presidium to turn over. | 
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.. , akamdination of the theoretical Foundations of SOFE to Fedorenko's 
i  aéneaevative rivals in the Institute of Beonomics in order to 
"olay up ite mistaken theses." The hatahest criti¢iam came From 
Fadorehko's direct supesior, Academy of Sciences’ Vice President 
PLN. Fedoseyev, who claimed that since the ecottomle inmovaters ate 
often "4heompetent"” in doctrinal matters and uneritical of ellen 
ideas, they cometines "open cracks for the peretration of bourgeots 
thethodvlogy," Asdatiing lack of cooperation between ecotiomists, 
Fedoseyev cotiplained that "they talk ‘in different Languages! | 
gots in the language of mathematica and others in the Language of © 
political economy,” | , ee Xs cP 


Under fire from his superiors at the November conference, Fedorenko. 
‘avoided polemics and, judging from the 7 January version of his 
-feapott in ECONOMIC GAZETTE, referred to SOFE only once. Even this 
was eliminated in the February QUESTIONS OF ECONOMICS rewtite of his 
speech, which at the same time added a new paragraph on the importance 
of thaking Soviet economics an. "aggressive ideolugical-theoretical, 
political veapon," bd gear nc ee 


DRIVE AGAINST MODERNISTS INTENSIFIES IN UANUARY 


Apparently in rdsponse to the growing impasse between the divergent 
schools of thought, Brezhnev ~.ed in late January to replace | 
Yegotov from his post of chief editor of KOMMUNIST.* The move 
bore! #41 the halimarks of an object lesson for the dissident — 
scholdts prompted by the strikingly modernist article Yegotov had 
authored in the November. 1973 issue of the literaty journal ZNAMYA, 
which had urged a widening of the exchange of "artistic valuables" 
with the West. Rumyantsev's abrupt removal as chief editor of 
' PRAVDA in 1965 similarly had served as an object lesson, 


The likelihood that Kosygin was the primary target of the. move 
against Yegorov may be inferred on circumstantial grounds. 
Yegorov, it should be recalled, had replaced V.P.. Stepanov as chief 
‘editor of KOMMUNIST in September 1965, following Stepanov's scathing 
attack on "narrow-minded ‘practical men'" who equate "communiam 

with the mere fulfillment of the 'stomach'’s needs,’ The transparent 
target of the attack was Kosygin'’s 19 March 1965 speech to the 
central planners, which had defined economic planning in expansive 


* For background on Yegorov's ouster atid reassignment, see the 
TRENDS of 17 April 1974, pages 22-24, and. 24 April 1974, pages 10-13. 
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terms aa "a complex of all problema related to man's Life! and came a Ve 


had viewed the goals of planning tn soctas as well ae technocratic 


_ terms os "the solving of aoctal Problems, problema linked with the 
 Yadding of the peoples’ standard of living," ; . 


_ Apparently about the same time, the young revinionint Wirector of 
‘the Institute of USSR History, P.V, Volobuyev, was removed, x 
Volobuyev, whose unorthodox hietory of the 1917 revolution had 
made him a special target of jtonservatives for the last two yeara ,* 
was last identified as ditectibr in. the April ECONOMtcs oF _ 
AGRICULTURE account of a Dec“mber conference, while the Aprsi _ | 
QUESTIONS OF HISTORY reported him delivering a speech at Ze history 

— Anstitute on 17 January but only identified him as tottesvjonding 

_ Member of the Academy of Sciences instead of as inatitute director, 
New attacks on Volobuyev had occurred at December meetings, which 
“were publicized in the February and March issues of QUESTIONS OF 


CPSU HISTORY, 


IZVESTIYA on 9 May revealed that Volobuyev's succeseot at the 
history inatitute is 67-year old Academician A,L. Narochnitskiy, 
. 4 specfalist in the history of foreign relations, His appointmen: 

- apnarently occurred somdtime after mid-March, since he still signed 
off as chief editor of MODERN AND CONTEMPORARY HISTORY in isaue 
No. 2, signed to press on 12 March, Since 1960 Narochnitskiy has 
been head of the department of modern and contemporary history at 
the Moecow State Pedagogical Institute and since 1962 chief editor a 
of the journal MODERN AND CONTEMPORARY HISTORY, organ of the more 
orthodox Institute of Generai History, He ts clearly more orthodox 
than Volobuyev, havirg signed @ collective letter cotidemming 
Sakharov in the 5 September IZVESTIYA and having attacked revisioniat 
histerians in a recent Bigned article in his Journal, In issua No. 2 
of MODERN AND CONTEMPORARY HISTORY, signed to press 12 March, he 
cited the 24th cPsy Congress call to fight "mistaken atteinpts to- 
downgrade certain periods in the history of Soviet society, deviate 
from class positions, and belittle the achtevements of ‘the Foviet 
people in building socialiam" and stressed the importance of the — 

“March 1973 Central Rommittee conference on history which had pointed 
out "omissions and shortcomings,” Volabuyev has been repeatedly © 
accused of deviating from a clase approach, and the March conference 
had been organized by Trapeznikoy to attack Volobuyey and force him - 7 
to recant. Narochnitskiy was one of the speakers at the Match rod 
conference but the contents of his speech were not published, . 


* For. Volobuyev'’s position and tecent attacks on him, see the 
. Supplementary Article "New Ally for Leader of Seviet Revisionist 
Historians" in the TRENDS of 1 May 1974, - 
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i “Another personnel changes inspired by conservatives came to Light 
on 2 February when PRAVDA first identified doctrinaire philosopher 
Rot. Konolapov as deputy head of Agitprop, Kosolapov had clearly 
demonstrated hie anti-intellectual credentials tn articles in 
 PRAVDA on 25 May 1968 and 4 Novender 1972 and in the May 1971 
fawue of QUESTIONS OF PHILOSOPHY. tr the journal articla he attacked 
the view of the intelligentsia as an "elite" or superior "techsdcratic" 
group, and in the 1971 PRAVDA article he had pointedly warned against 
certain "undesirable tendencies" anong Soviet economists along lines 
foreshadowing Brezhnev’ a derogatory insinuations at the December 1973 
CPSU plenum about the "nar row-aconomic” and: “technocratic" outlos®, 
of the Soviet middle class, 


Rasotases warned agaist "undestrable tondencies," defined as 


attempts to replace fundamental problema of the. 
political economy of soctalivm by questions of — 
current economic policy or centralized planning 
regulacvors by a system of allegedly automatically 

operating cost levers and to dissolve the complex 
social content of the process of the formation of | 

the communist economy into questions of its 
technical organization. | 


Continuing in this vein, he said: 


The narrowly spectalized thinking that forms ir 
‘guch a eftuation is unable to foresee all tke 
consequences of the development of production 

or to coordinate it organically with the develop- 
ment of the entire system of, iectalist sccial 
relations, culture and morality, 


lf tiothing else, Kosolapov'! 8 antipathy tdward economic eodathten 
‘forms a direct Link between Stepanov'’s diatribe against Koaygin 
and Brezhnav’ 8 mpasel at the December. plenum. 


MODERNISTS GAIN AFTER UAMUARY CRACKDOWN BACKF IRES 


ae ‘Even before the annouacement of the postponement of the Academy of 
Sciences jubilee, signs of new influences at work suddenly began to 
. appear in swift procession on the internal political scene. 
* ..  # clue to the direction of those influences was provided by a 
~~ twoecelumn editorial in PRAVDA on 13 March, entitled "Creative 
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‘Approach to Thaory, The editorial endorsed the pragmatic — 
philosophy espoused by Khrushchev in the 1950's but anathamiged 
py hie doctrinatre opponents, The eéitortal declared: 


‘Now that a long-term, long+"ange plan of 
development of national economy of the USSK 
for 1976-1990 19 being drawn up, social 
sciatitiate (obstchestvovedy) should rely 
ware fully om practice, meat ite demands on 
‘» gurvant baste and make wider ude of the 
‘date of the natural amt technical sciences, 


“te ather words, "Life feself,” ae Khrushchev used to put it, 


‘#hould shape Soviet behavior, nok the aterile dogmas of the past. 


gn 16 Aprit, Yegorev, the de~ssed chief editor of KOMMUNIST, was 
4dantifiea in a new and more prestigious post, as director of 
the Ins€ituta of MareiamLeniniem, On 25 April, a modernist 
_ polstical aconomist on the editorial board of the journal USA, 
A.B. Mikehgev, was identified in NEVES DEUTSCHLAND ay new 
deputy vector of fovehuk'’s Aciideny of Bocial Sciences, He : 
_regortddly was accompanying Yegorov on a visit to Baet Germany 
for twlke with Kurt Hager, secretary for ideology of the Kast 
Germen Central Comittee. | ; a ne 


Following these talks, Hager authored a notable article in PRAVDA 
on 14 May. Stressing collaboration bitween Bast Cerman and Soviet 


philosophers, the prticte reversed the corvencionel docttinetre 
order of preceddce of politics over economics. Hager declared: 


In the historic competition between two world 

‘systems, questions of economics, politics, 

diplomacy and ideology are coming to the fore- 
., front. - . es | 


- Yegorov’s reappearance was also followed by indications of @ 
revival of 1965 eccntets reform ideas. Rosygin op Z4 April 
sdézémued a meeting of the USSR Council of Minizters for the 
‘purpose of annotneing a hew pavty=governmeds dectee on economic — 

- management. The report of the meeting pubiiched in PRAVDA three 

days later, on the 27th, revealed that the dacree empowered 

production associations and enterprises under the Ministry of 
Light Industry to set procuction targets themselves on the basis. 
of contracts with rctail outiets, The decision was it keeping 
with proposals Kosygin had advanced a decade earlier for loosening 
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central controls over the economy and legitimizing 41legal 
= though widely used market mechaniams {Wh economic management. 

: (direct ties between enterprises) and introdicing new ones an well, 
Ten years earliear Koaygin had indigated an intention to apply such 
wnechaniama not only in Light indumtry but in heavy industry as 
well, but his endeavors were subsequently thwarted by political and 
bureaucratic obatructioniam, eS aa ; 


Even before Kosy.in's actions, signs ofa shakeup in the republic 

planning and governmental bureaucracies became evident, In late 

March the head of the Ushek Complan, BK. Zlynaduliayev, a 

Proponent of republi¢ rather than central econoridc interests, 

was replaced by K.A, Akhmedov. in late April V.P, Mitekevich, a. 

Beloruasian secretaty with a past. record of favoring the controversial 

link syatem of agriculture, replacel: V, Ye, Lobanok as first deputy 

Premier of Beloruasia. in early May, K.M. Guranimov, a defense- 
industry spectaliat, was replaced by N.I, Maslennikov, an aute . 

~ industry Gpectaiist, as head of RSFSR Gosplane? The changes clearly 
pointed to the presence of a new hande=a Hetronger one--at the controls 
of the machinery of economic plonning and management. . 


Another sign of the direction tn which the political winds were 
blowing wap the reappearance of Fedorenko. on the pages of PKAVDA 

on 12 May. He deseribed the contriéutios of his institute to one 

of Kosygin's pilot projects, inttlated before the offictal unveising 
of the econamic reform at the September 1965 CPSU plenum, The ic, 
institute haw aejsisted the Moscow Hain Administration for Vahicle 
‘Transport in ths application of mathematical economic met” aa in 
(1964, and the experiment enabled the USSR Council of Ministers to 
transfer Moscow's vehicle transpos's to a new system of plénning and 
economic incentives in May 196%: The success of the experiment was 
cited by Kosygin at the Septembel> \\965 CPSU plenum as proof of tha © 
effectiveness of his proposed econotic rel-em, Fedorenko described 
the progress of the experiment Bince then .ad disclosed that a 
favorable decision had reduntly been reached to extend the reforms 
tc other large motor traniiport o¢ganizations, | oo 
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® Gerasimov's credentials as 2 "metal-eater”=-Khrushchev's term for 


opponents of his welfare Program=~are documented in RADIO PROPAGANDA 
 % _ REPORT RS.48 of 21 November 1961, "Soviet Policy Dispute Over Resotrce 
iz _ Allocation," page 17, . ee . 
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